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III.— STUDIES IN THE SCRIPTORES HISTORIAE 
AUGUSTAE. 

The Sources. 

The object of this paper is to establish certain portions of the 
text of the Scriptores Historiae Augustae, as an aid to the solu- 
lution of the larger problem of the authorship of the collec- 
tion. The particular investigation is in Vita Caracallae, V, Aelii 
Spartiani. 

The work of the Scriptores Historiae Augustae, an excerpt 
collection about a century 1 removed from the source, is charac- 
terized by Mommsen 2 as the most pitiful scribbling. Peter, in the 
last edition of the standard text, uses various forms of parenthesis, 
to indicate that the parts inclosed are of different degrees of 
historical uncertainty, caused usually by transposition of excerpts 
from the sources or insertion of platitudes. 3 The relation of the 
S. H. A. to their sources is, therefore, the first question to be 
considered. I shall take note only of those sources that are of 
use in the solution of particular problems in the life of Caracalla. 

The critics are agreed that the main source of Aelius Spartianus 
is Marius Maximus, identified by Teuffel* with the praefectus urbi 
of this name under Macrinus, 217/18, who was consul for the 
second time in 223. As an officer of high rank he had the fullest 
opportunity for getting information at first hand. He wrote lives 
of the emperors from Nerva to Elagabalus, continuing and imitat- 
ing Suetonius, but differing from his model, says Peter, 5 in his 
more elaborate reproduction of the gossip of the time drawn from 

1 1 do not attempt to discuss the exact time of the publication of this collec- 
tion. See Dessau, Hermes, XXIV, pp. 337-92 ; Mommsen, Hermes, XXV, 
pp. 228-92. 

2 Hermes, XXV, p. 229. 

3 ' Scriptores Historiae Augustae ' iterum recensuit. H. Peter, Praefatio, 
p. xxxiiii. 

4 Teuffel-Schwabe : 'Hist, of Roman Literature.' Translated by Warr, 

381, 2. 

6 'DieS. H. A. Sechs litterar-geschichtliche Untersuchungen.' H.Peter, 
Leipzig, 1892, p. 105. 
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the ' acta urbis.' As an authority for this period he ranks second 
only to Dion Cassius. 

The extent of the dependence of Spartianus upon Marius 
Maximus is variously estimated. 

Riibel 1 in his discussion of the sources of the lives from 
Hadrian to Heliogabalus, after merely mentioning the contribu- 
tions of Dirksen and of Krause to the subject, says : " Mttller, 2 
qui nuper de hac re disseruit, scriptores in vitis priorum 
imperatorum describendis solum fere Marium Maximum secutos 
esse, demonstrasse sibi visus est. Cuius sententiam cum probare 
non possim, demonstrare conabor, scriptores maximam quidem 
partem Marium Maximum excerpsisse, sed in vitis quas scripse- 
runt aliis quoque ex auctoribus quaedam inseruisse." Drein- 
hofer 3 says. in regard to the Life of Caracalla: " Nihil igitur iam 
dubium potest esse, quin tota fere haec vita de Mario Maximo 
descripta sit." The qualifying 'fe*re« he makes applicable to the 
statements in the latter part of the Life of Caracalla and says he 
is unable to decide whether they come from Marius or not. 

Plew 4 says: " Sie [S. H. A.] schreiben, die dem Marius 
Maximus gehorigen Stiicke aus den sekundaren Quellen in der 
Form, wie diese sie boten, zugleich mit den ubrigen Wust ab, d. h. 
sie benutzten M. Maximus nur indirect." 

Hermann Peter 5 says : " Es bildete also fur die Kaiserbiogra- 
phien zwar der breite Marius Maximus die Grundlage ; wir haben 
ausserdem noch die Benutzung jeder Kaiserkronik festgestellt und 
werden uns vielleicht nicht einmal damit begniigen konnen." The 
' Kaiserkronik ' here referred to is the unknown source of Sparti- 
anus which Enmann 6 identifies with the source of Aurelius Victor 
(in the ' De Caesaribus ') and of Eutropius. In Enmann's article 
we have a number of parallelisms' between Spartianus, Victor 
and Eutropius. The significant fact to be noted in them is that 

11 De Fontibus Quattuor Priorum H. A. S.' Bonnae, 1872, p. 1. 

2 Budinger: ' Untersuchungen zur Kaisergeschichte, III, pp. 17-202. Joh. 
Jac. MUller: 'Der Geschichtschreiber L. Marius Maximus.' 

"De Font, et Auctoribus Vitarum Quae Feruntur Spartiani, Capitolini, 
Gallicani, Lampridii.' Adolphus Dreinhofer, Halis Saxonum, 1875, p. 30. 

*' Marius Maximus als directe und indirecte Quelle der S. H. A.' von J. 
Plew, 1878, p. 12. 

6 'Die S. H. A.,'p. 98. 

6 ' Eine verlorene Geschichte der romischen Kaiser,' von A. Enmann, Phil. 
Sup. B. IV, pp. 335-501. 

'Pp. 371, 2. 
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Victor and Eutropius show similarities only to the latter part of 
the Life of Caracalla as given by Spartianus. This makes it 
evident that Victor and Eutropius did not copy from the com- 
pleted life by Spartianus, but from some other source which 
Spartianus had used in making up the second part of his biog- 
raphy. We may, therefore, assume that Spartianus in writing 
his biographies pursued the following method : for the first part 
of a life he used Marius Maximus; for the latter part, the 
' Verlorene Geschichte ' of Enmann. There seems to be an actual 
difference in nature between Marius Maximus and this lost source, 
shown in the preponderance, in the latter part of the lives, of 
references to things apparently taken from the ' acta urbis ' or 
some such record ; e. g. ' opera publica,' ' signa mortis,' ' honores 
post mortem.' (See Dreinhofer, p. 9.) Dreinhofer attributes all 
of the skeleton of the biographies to Marius Maximus. The 
incorrectness of this hypothesis is shown by the fact already 
noted that only the last part of this outline appears in Victor and 
Eutropius. In this connection it is significant that in the parts 
that can be specifically referred to Marius Maximus 1 we have only 
one quotation from the ' acta senatus ' and no reference to the 
' acta urbis.' In the ' descriptio personae ' coming in the middle 
of Dreinhofer's outline and the 'descriptio temporum' at the end, 
there seem to be indications of the editorial work of Spartianus 
in patching together his two sources. This needs further study. 
Dion Cassius is, by general agreement, considered the most 
trustworthy literary source for this period. As praetor under 
Pertinax, one high in the favor of Septimius Severus, an attendant 
of Caracalla on his journey to the Orient, praefect of Smyrna and 
Pergamos, proconsul in Africa, consul for the second time in 229,* 
he possessed during his entire life access to the most valuable 
sources of information concerning the government. In spite of 
his strong personal bias against the absolute monarchy estab- 
lished by Severus, his statements of fact may be accepted as 
reliable. Did the S. H. A. use Dion as a source? Dreinhofer 3 
says : " Dione Cassio scriptores historiae Augustae in vitis descri- 
bendis nihil usi sunt." Haupt 4 says: "Die anklange Dio's an 

1 ' Historicorum Romanorum Fragmenta.' Peter. Marius Maximus, Frag. 
Vit. 16. 

2 Dion 73,12; 79, 7 ; 80, 1 and 4 ; CIL. Ill 5587. Cf. ' Gesch. der griech. 
Lit.,' von Christ, 561. 

3 L. 1. Thesis, II, p. 49. 

4 Philologus 44, p. 575. 
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Spartian's Caracallus und Lampridius' Heliogabalus bespricht 
J. J. Miiller (nr. 4, p. 96, 113), der auch in diesen abschnitten die 
Historia Augusta als unabhangig von dem namentlich iiber die 
orientalischen verhaltnisse vorzuglich informirten Dio erklart." 
The possibility that Marius Maximus used Dion or vice versa 
need not be considered because, if such had been the case, the 
results would have been manifest in the investigation of the 
relation of Spartianus to Dion. Then, too, we may assume the 
very great unlikelihood of two contemporaneous writers of this 
time using each other's accounts of events of which each had been 
eye-witnesses. 

Of other literary sources for this period we should consider 
Aurelius Victor. 

Enmann 1 says, with reference to the sources of the 'De 
Caesaribus' : " Mit ausnahme des Alamannenkrieges, der iibrigens 
unter alien historikern nur hier von Victor erzahlt wird, und des 
todes stammen somit alle nachrichten Victors iiber Caracalla 
ganz sicher aus der gemeinsamen Kaiserquelle." This ' Kaiser- 
quelle ' is the source used also by Spartianus and Eutropius. 
This lost source Enmann 2 believes belongs between the years 292 
and 305. ' The Epitome ' of Aurelius Victor, Teuffel seems to 
think, 3 is dependent upon Marius Maximus as an (indirect) 
authority for Chaps. 12-23. 

Herodian does not need to be considered as a source for events 
early in 213, with which this paper deals, as he passes them 
without mention. 4 The same may be said of Orosius and Eutro- 
pius, and of the Byzantine writers, Zosimus and Zonaras. 

The conclusions as to literary sources may be stated as follows : 

First. Aelius Spartianus has used Marius Maximus for the 
first part of the Life of Caracalla. For the second part he has 
followed in the main a source, now lost, used by Victor in ' De 
Caesaribus,' and by Eutropius. 

Second. Dion Cassius, being independent of Marius Maximus, 
may be used to corroborate statements made by Aelius Spar- 
tianus, who uses Maximus as his source. 

Third. Statements in regard to the same fact found in Victor's 
' Epitome ' and in the first half of Spartian's ' Vita Caracallae ' 

1 Phil. Sup. B. IV, p. 372. 

2 L. I., p. 432. 

s Teuffel-Schwabe-Warr, 414, 3. 

i airapa( <S£ T-ij; 'IraXiac, ini re Tai( bx@aj.£ tov "Icrrpov yev6/ievo(, dupnei Srj rd 
apKTfia Tij( apxvs f^PI- ' Ab Excessu Divi Marci,' IV 7, 2. 
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have probably but one unit value because they are derived from 
the same source. 

Of the monumental sources, the ' Acta Arvalium ' give us a 
number of definite chronological points from which to start our 
calculations. The coins, likewise, by the dates of a ' profectio ' or 
' adventus,' are equally firm as points of vantage. The conclu- 
sion as to the presence of the emperor on roads which he is given 
the credit of building or restoring is only presumptive and can be 
used simply as corroborative evidence to help out a cumulative 
argument. The testimony of the health-coins is also of value 
only as one of the elements of cumulative proof. 

The interrelation of the sources and their value as corrobora- 
tive of parts of the suspected text may be shown by the graphical 
outline on the opposite page. 

The Problems. 

By the death of Septimius Severus at York, Feb. 14, 211, 
Caracalla and his brother Geta came to the imperial throne. The 
brothers immediately returned from Britain to Rome by way of 
Gaul. Caracalla brought about the murder of Geta, Feb. 27, 212, 
thus becoming sole emperor, forestalling possible opposition to 
himself by the murder of a large number of Geta's friends. At 
this point Chap. V begins : " His gestis Galliam petit atque ut 
primum in earn venit, Narbonensem proconsulem occidit. 

2. cunctis deinde turbatis, qui in Gallia res gerebant, odium 
tyrannicum metuit, quamvis aliquando fingeret et benignum, cum 
esset natura truculentus. 

3. et cum multa contra homines et contra iura civitatum fecisset, 
morbo implicitus graviter laboravit. circa eos, qui eum curabant, 
crudelissimus fuit. 

4. dein ad orientem profectionem parans omisso itinere in Dacia 
resedit. circa Retiam non paucos barbaros interemit militesque 
suos quasi Syllae milites et cohortatus est et donavit. 

5. < Deorum sane se nominibus appellari vetuit, quod Corn- 
modus fecerat, cum illi eum, quod leonem aliasque feras occidisset 
Herculem dicerent. 

6. et cum Germanos subegisset, Germanum se appellavit vel 
ioco vel serio, ut erat stultus et demens, adserens, si Lucanos 
vicisset, Lucanicum se appellandum.> 

7. <Damnati sunt eo tempore qui urinam in eo loco fecerunt, 
in quo statuae aut imagines erant principis, et qui coronas imagi- 
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Problem II (b). 
Discrepancy in Acta Arvalium. 
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nibus eius detraxerunt, ut alias ponerent, damnatis et qui remedia 
quartanis tertianisque collo adnexa gestarunt.> 

8. Per Thracias cum praef. praet. iter fecit, inde cum in Asiam 
traiceret, naufragii periculum adit antemna fracta, ita ut in scafam 
cum protectoribus vix descenderet. unde in triremem a praef. 
classis receptus evasit. 

9. <Excepit apros frequenter, contra leonem etiam stetit. quo 
etiam missis ad amicos litteris gloriatus est seque ad Herculis 
virtutem accessisse iactavit>" 

In the enumeration of events of this period the reference to 
Dacia is apparently out of order, both chronologically and topo- 
graphically. Drexler 1 comments on this as follows: " Die Dar- 
stellung wird unklar gemacht hauptsachlich durch die Erwah- 
nung von dem Gemetzel unter den Barbaren in der Nahe von 
Rhatien, nachdem vorher die Ankunft des Herrschers in Dacien 
berichtet worden ist. Der Autor hat hier jedenfalls neben seiner 
gewohnlichen Quelle noch eine zweite benutzt und aus ihr diese 
Erzahlung, die wie wir oben sahen, in das Jahr 213, in den 
Anfang des Alamannenkrieges zu setzen ist, eingeriickt." As I 
base some rather important conclusions on this transposition of 
the text, I think a fuller consideration of how it probably occurred 
is desirable. Spartianus was using Marius Maximus and some 
other source, probably Enmann's 'Verlorene Geschichte.' His 
method was the rudest possible. In place of assimilating the 
knowledge gained from his sources and presenting the results in 
his own language, he probably simply excerpted from one at a 
time and inserted as he went along the extra statements found in 
his second source. We have good reason for believing that the 
reference to Dacia was not found in the work of Marius Max- 
imus. In Dion Cassius, LXXVII 16, 6, we find the statement : 

Sri is ri)v QpaKtjv d<f>lieero 6 Avravivos , firjSev ?ti ttj9 Aaiaas <f>poiiTi<Tas, 

Dion and Marius are contemporaneous original authorities for 
the events of this year. Dion speaks of the stay in Dacia in 
slighting terms. It is of so little importance that Marius Maximus 
passes it without mention ; but Spartianus, finding it in his second 
source, incorporates it in his account and by mistake inserts it in 
the wrong place. The mistake consists then, not in getting an 
event of the year 213 in the account of the year 214, as Drexler 
implies, but an account of an event of 214 or the latter part of 213 
is taken from a second source and inserted out of its order in the 

iDrexler's ' Caracalla's Zug nach dem Orient.' Halle, 1880, S. 10, Anm. 2. 
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account, by Marius Maximus, of the early part of the year 213. 
The reference to Dacia should immediately precede the one to 
Thrace, as is shown by Dion's account, 1 coming after paragraphs 
6 and 7, ' Vita Car.' [bracketed by Peter], immediately before 
paragraph 8. 

The parts of this chapter that need particular investigation are 
first, 1 and 3 ; namely, that Caracalla went to Gaul and was ill 
there ; second, paragraph 6, that he called himself Germanus. 
The former is dismissed by Schiller 2 in the terse expression 
" Falsch ist die Erz'ahlung V, 1." The latter is inclosed by Peter 
in the form of parenthesis, 3 which indicates that the text is espe- 
cially corrupt. Let us consider them in their order. To draw the 
issue sharply, I present them in the form of problems. 

Problem 1 : To establish the authenticity of Chap. V, par. 1 and 
3. Schiller apparently throws out the ' Galliam petit ' as one of 
the haphazard statements so characteristic of the ' Scriptores.' It 
is the only passage in the literature referring to Caracalla's detour 
into Gaul on his way to Germany, unless we consider that 
Aurelius Victor* refers to the same thing: "At cum e Gallia 
vestem plurimam devexisset, . . . de nomine huiusce vestis 
Caracalla cognominatus est." Schiller may consider that the two 
passages are derived from the same source and therefore have 
but one unit value, or that the passage in Victor means that 
Caracalla brought the robe from Gaul on his way home from 
England with Geta, in 211. Duruy 5 says: "Toward the end of 
the year 212 Caracalla went to Gaul. ... In February, 213, he 
was back again in his capital, which he beheld for the last time." 
Hertzberg 6 : " Diese deutsche Gruppe [the Alamanni] war es, auf 
welche Caracalla als auf neue und hochst kraftvolle Feinde stiess, 
als er i. J. 213 n. Chr. iiber Aquileja durch die Provinz Noricum 
nach der Donau und dann von Ratien aus nach Oberdeutschland 
und Gallien sich bewegte." Eckhel 7 : "In Gallias hoc anno 
[213], aut forte exeunte superiore proficiscitur, eaque atrociter 

11 Historia Romana,' LXXVII 16. 

2 ' Die Geschichte der romischen Kaiserzeit,' I 2, S. 743, Anm. 5. 

31 S. H. A.,' Praefatio, xxxiiii. 

*' Epitome,' XXI 2. 

6 ' History of Rome.' Victor Duruy. Ed. by Rev. J. P. Mahaffy. Vol. VI, 
p. 250. 

6 ' Geschichte des r5m. Kaiserreiches.' G. F. Hertzberg. Allg. Gesch. II 
1, p. 510- 

" Doct. Num. Vet.' VII, p. 209. 
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vexata in urbem revertitur." I shall prove that Schiller is wrong 
in throwing out the passage, that Hertzberg is mistaken in regard 
to his route and that Duruy and Eckhel are confused in their 
chronology and in the movements of Caracalla in 212 and 213. 

I take as the basis of my argument the text of the Scriptor. 
The burden of proof must rest on the one who asserts the falsity 
of the text. If I can furnish corroborative evidence of reasonable 
certainty for the statement of Spartianus, my position is estab- 
lished. The last date we have in the Life of Caracalla is February, 
212. 1 The evidence as to how he occupied himself from this time 
until he started on the German expedition is mainly inferential. 
We may assume that the proscription of his enemies extended 
over a considerable time. Dion says 2 the number of the pro- 
scribed amounted to twenty thousand. Then from these murders 
he turned himself to the giving of games, 3 which he celebrated 
with great magnificence. The Liberalitas VII 4 belongs to this 
period. Also the formation and equipment of his Macedonian 
phalanx. 5 The building of the Circus of Caracalla probably 
belongs here, though the dedication occurred in the beginning of 
the following year. 6 The famous edict' extending citizenship to all 
inhabitants of the Roman Empire, thus increasing the number of 
taxpayers on manumissions, legacies and donations, was probably 
designed to meet the increased expenditure on the army and 
people at this time. There seems to be enough in all this to 
occupy his time fully for the remainder of the year 212. 

For the year 213 we have some numismatic evidence as to his 
movements. Cohen 8 gives two coins with PROFECTIO AUG. 
on the reverse, which he dates 213. That these can not have 
been struck late in 213 is shown by the absence of the Germanicus 
title on the face, which we know was given in October 9 of this 
year. It seems probable that the dedication of the Circus of 

1 Cagnat : ' Cours d'Epigraphie Latine,' p. 192 : " Geta meurt le 27 ? fevrier 
212." 

21 Hist. Rom.' LXXVII 4, 1. 

3 Ibid. LXXVII6, 2. 

* Eckhel: 'Doct. Num. Vet.' VII 209 ; Cohen: 'Description des Monnaies,' 
Car. 133. 

5 Dion Cassius: 'Hist. Rom.' LXXVII 7, 1. 

6 Cohen: Car. 236,237. 

'Digest, I, 5, 17. 

8 ' Description des Monriaies,' Car. 508, 509. 

9 CIL. VI 1,2086, p. 550. 
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Caracalla would not occur in his absence. Cohen 1 gives two 
coins referring to that event, with the reverse IMP II. COS 
IIII. Caracalla was consul for the fourth time, Jan. 1, 213. 2 He 
became imperator for the third time, Oct. 6, 212,? If, then, the 
dedication of the circus preceded his departure from the city, 
we may place the latter after Jan. 1, 213. Nisle's 4 state- 
ment that the 'profectio' occurred in 212, and Eckhel's 5 and 
Duruy's 5 hypothesis that he left in 212 but returned in 213, may 
be met by the argument that either assumption is unnecessary to 
explain his movements. Nisle is trying to avoid the hypothetical 
difficulty of getting Caracalla through the mountains to his posi- 
tion in Germany as early in the season as we know he was there. 
This difficulty is, however, fully met by taking him along the 
Riviera route. Duruy 6 makes the assumption because he thinks 
Caracalla must have been in Rome as late as Feb. 5, 213, in 
order to issue the edict of that date from the city. This, how- 
ever, is disproved by Nisle,' who cites edicts of 215 and 216, 
issued at Rome in the name of Caracalla, at which time we know 
he was in the East. I take, therefore, as the time at which he 
left Rome, the earliest date at which the weather would allow him 
to move an army. Let us assume the middle of February. This 
may be too early. Certainly it could not be much earlier. 

There is at the present time some epigraphic evidence that 
Duruy, Schiller, Hertzberg and Eckhel did not possess (vol. XII 
of the Corpus appeared in 1888, after their works were issued). 
CIL. XII 5430, 31, 32 are inscriptions on a series of mile- 
stones in southeastern Gallia Narbonensis, not far from Vence 
(Vintium). The first has an almost perfect inscription, the others 
are easily restored by comparison with it; i. e. they belong to 
the same series. 8 CIL. XII 5430 is given in the 'Graphical Out- 
line of Sources,' Group I, b, p. 45. 

11 Description des Monnaies,' Car. 236, 237. 

2 Cagnat : ' L'Epigraphie Latine,' p. 191 ; cf. Klein : ' Fast. Cons.,' p. 93. 

3 CIL. VI 1, 2086, p. 550. 

*' De Bellis ab Antonino Caracalla in Germania et Sarmatia Gestis Annis 
212-214.' Paulus Nisle, 1866, p. 2. 
5 See above, p. 47. 

6 'Hist, of Rome,' vol. VI, p. 250; cf. note 6. Momm. dates this 214. 
71 De Bellis Gestis Annis 212-214,' P- 25- Annotatio I. 
8 Nos. 5434-36 also are believed to belong to this series. Cf. CIL. XII 

5434, 5435, 5436. 

4 
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The inscription is dated 1 by the COS IIII and the absence of 
the GERMANICVS in the title. The stones were set up after 
January i, 213, and, at the latest, before October 6 of the same 
year. I shall show later that the Germanicus of May is a pseudo- 
title, but that the milestones were probably set up before this 
earlier date. CIRh. 1962 gives an inscription of the same 
class; i.e. with COS IIII but no GERMANICVS. It was 
found near the village of Steinbach in Baden. The milestone on 
which it occurs was erected by Civitas Aquensis (Baden-Baden) 
four Gallic leugae from Baden-Baden. 

It was customary to make elaborate preparation for the visit of 
an emperor. Dion says 2 that even magnificent houses were 
built for Caracalla along the road ; a fortiori, may we conclude 
that the roads would be repaired for him. The milestones, then, 
are strong presumptive evidence that Caracalla passed over the 
roads soon after they were repaired. The stones themselves say 
they were set up in the early part of the year 213. Why didn't 
he go direct to his objective point in Germany, as Nisle claims ? 
On so important an expedition he would start betimes in the 
spring. We have already assumed the middle of February. It 
does not snow along the Riviera — rarely at least — I am told. 
But the road through mountain-passes, even a Roman road, would 
be impassable in the early spring. The reason for the detour is 
obvious. 

We are able to fix three points on Caracalla's route. Two 
from the milestones above described, the third from the text. 
" Narbonensem proconsulem occidit," says Spartianus. 3 This 
murder probably occurred at the chief city of the province, 
Vienne. The three points for the determination of our irregular 
curve are then : a point on the road branching from Via Aurelia 
in S. E. Gallia Narbonensis, passing through Vintium ; second, 
Vienne ; third, a point four Gallic miles S. W. of Baden-Baden. 

The stones in Gallia Narbonensis are not on the main road, the 
Via Aurelia, but on a branch running N. W. from the Via 
Aurelia at Cagnes. It will, therefore, be necessary to consider 
the probable route taken by Caracalla from Rome to Germany. 
He would certainly leave Rome by the Via Aurelia and follow 

1 See p. 47, notes 2 and 3. 
2 'Hist. Rom.' LXXVII 9, 6. 
"Vit. Car.'Vi. 
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the southern route into Gaul. As this takes him a roundabout 
course, and as we know approximately the time he reached the 
neighborhood of Baden-Baden, the intervening distance must be 
carefully calculated. 

Route of Car ac alia from Rome to the German Frontier. 

Roman miles. 
From Rome to Varus Flumen, 587 

" Var. Fl. to Cagnes (measured), 3 

" Cagnes to Vintium (measured), 5 

" Vintium to Salinae (measured), 39 

" Salinae to Bauduen, 36 

" Bauduen to Reii (measured), 10 

" Reii to Manosque (measured), 18 

" Manosque to Point on Brigantium-Arelate road (measured), 11 
" above Point to Cabellio, 40 

" Cabellio to Avennio (measured), 15 

Total, 767 

" Avennio to Vienne, 125 

" Vienne to Geneva, 100 

" Geneva to Argentoratum, 267 

Grand total, 1256 

I have taken it for granted in working out this route that Cara- 
calla would in all instances take the shortest road that was 
passable at this time of year ; i. e. late winter or early spring. I 
have, therefore, always used the ancient itinerary that gives the 
shortest route. 

The distance from Rome to Varus Flumen is taken from the 
Itinerarium Antonini. 1 All distances not given in the itineraries 
are measured on Kiepert's map, 2 in CIL. XII. In regard to the 
road from Vintium to Reii, Hirschfeld makes the following state- 
ment 3 : " Viae Vintio vel potius infra Vintium a vico St. Jean prope 
Cagnes sito Salinas atque inde Reios ducentis in itinerariis mentio 
fit nulla ; lapides autem miliarii in hac regione reperti viam ibi ab 
Antonino Severi filio et postea imperatorum Maximini Probi 
Constantini iussu restitutam miliaque usque ad Salinas a Vintio, 
inde a Salinis numerata esse ostendunt." The existence of a 
road from Salinae to Bauduen is proved by the discovery of a 

11 Itinerarium Antonini.' Edd. Parthey et Pinder, pp. 139-41. 

2 CIL. XII, Tab. I. ' Gallia Narbonensis a Sinistra Rhodani.' 

3 CIL. XII, p. 632, I Vintio Reios. 
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milestone 1 of the time of Antoninus Pius with the numeral XXXVI 
upon it. The editor comments on this as follows : " Bauduen a 
Reiis distat chiliom. 12, a Salinis recta regione triginta, sed viam 
valde montuosam fortasse plus quinquaginta chiliometrorum lon- 
gitudinem habuisse Kiepertus existimat ; videntur igitur milia a 
Salinis numerata esse." From Reii to Aquae Sextiae we have a 
route on an ancient itinerary, 2 but, if this were taken, the distance 
from Cagnes to Aquae Sextiae would be 134 3 Roman miles, 
whereas by the Via Aurelia it is only 107.* As the route by way 
of Vintium would hardly have been taken except to save dis- 
tance, we are obliged to find some shorter way for getting back 
to the main road, further along its course. The route from Reii 
to Aquae Sextiae 5 is not given on the Kiepert map, but it 
evidently ran along the valley of a branch of the Durance. We 
have the remains of a milestone 6 of Tiberius, found at Manosque 
between the branch of the Durance and the main road leading out 
of Arelate' toward the Alps, showing that at some time a con- 
necting road existed between the Reii-Aquae Sextiae road and the 
one from Arelate to Brigantium. From Reii to Manosque by this 
route would be about 18 miles. From Manosque to the Arelate- 
Brigantium road, in a straight line, the distance is eleven Roman 
miles. This line strikes the main road about ten miles from 
Alaunium. The distance from this intersection to Cabellio is 40 
miles (50— 10). 8 Kiepert gives a hypothetical route direct from 
Cabellio to Avennio, 9 where we again reach the main road. 

The total distance by the route described, from Rome to 
Avennio, is 767 Roman miles. The distance by the ordinary 
route is 817 Roman miles 10 ; i. e. Rome to Arelate, 796; Arelate 
to Avennio, 21. 

The distance from Avennio to Argentoratum by way of Vienne 
and Geneva is given in the itineraries, 11 making a grand total of 
1256 Roman miles. The distance from this point to the place 
where he slaughtered the Germans I have not attempted to 

iCIL. XII 5453- 

a< Table de Peutinger.' Desjardin. ' Geographie de la Gaule,' IV 158. 
3 5 + 39 + 36+ 10 (see Table, p. 51) + 44. (Desjardin, IV 15S.) 
4 'Itin. Ant.,' pp. 141, 142. 5 Desjardin, 1. c. 

«CIL. XII 5496. " Itin. Ant.,' 162-4. 

8 ■ Itin. Ant.,' p. 163. 9 CIL. XII, Tab. I. 

101 Itin. Ant.,' pp. 139-42; Desjardin : ' Tab. de Peut.' IV 150. 
"Desjardin: 'Tab. de Peut' IV 150 and 153; 'Itin. Ant.,' 166. 
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calculate, as the exact location is unknown. I shall later, in my 
account of his movements, estimate this as about two days' 
journey tor an army. 

We have found the statement of Spartianus confirmed by the 
evidence of the coins and by the inscriptions on the milestones. 
Have we attained our desired reasonable certainty ? No ; only a 
fair probability. In the first place, we have been working on the 
assumption that the inscribed milestones just off the Via Aurelia 
indicated the existence of a continuous road through to the main 
road at Avenio. Although this is established by first-hand 
authorities or by reasonable conjecture based on such authorities, 
nevertheless it has only the value of a conjectural restoration. 
In the second place, the milestones might have been set up at the 
date indicated and the same inscription put on them even though 
Caracalla were not expected to pass by them. 1 Our corroborative 
evidence has not yet sufficient cumulative force. We must go 
further. 

The text continues 2 : " proconsulem Narbonensem occidit." 
This statement I have not tried to prove. It is not improbable. 
The most likely place for it to occur was at the chief city of 
Gallia Narbonensis ; i. e. Vienne, whither the route which we 
have established must take him. This is only negative evidence, 
but certainly does not diminish the value of our fair probability 
already established. 

The text says further 3 : "morbo implicitus etc." If Spar- 
tian's statement as to what occurred in Gaul after Caracalla 
arrived there can be proved, it exalts our fair probability above 
established to a reasonable certainty. To prove the illness I 
turn to the coins, first looking for an Aesculapius. But Eckhel 
says 4 Apollo, Serapis and Hercules were also regarded by Cara- 
calla as health-gods ; consequently, coins struck in honor of any 
one of these gods are to be considered as referring to his health. 
For the years 213/14 Cohen 5 gives the coins included in the 
subjoined table, classified according to the significance of the 
reverses. 

l CIL. XII 6854 shows an inscription of the same class found near Anxur, 
dated 216, at which time we know Car. was in the East. 
2 'Vita Car.' V 1. 
3 Ibid. V3. 

41 Doctrina Numorum Veterum,' VII, p. 212. 
5 ' Description des Monnaies,' IV, Caracalla. 
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213 




214 




Aesculapius, 






[245] v 


1 


Apollo, 






[242] 


1 


Hercules, 


[220-222] 


3 


[244] 


1 


Serapis, 


[211-215] 


5 


[241] 


1 


Total health-coins, 




8 




4 


Victory, 






[267-269] 


3 


Vict. Germanica, 


[645, 646] 


2 






Caracalla and Victory 


. C 2 33> 234] 


2 


[271, 272] 


2 


Mars and Victory, 


[217-219] 


3 


[254-259] 


6 


Rome and Victory, 






[246, 264-266] 


4 


Mars, 


[151, 216] 


2 


[260-262] 


3 


Total victory coins, 




9 




18 


Juppiter, 


[107] 


1 


[239] 


1 


Pluto, 






[240, 253] 


2 


Neptune, 






[238] 


1 


Diana, 






[263] 


1 


Temple of Vesta, 






[249-251] 


3 


Profectio, 


[508, 509] 


2 






Caracalla, 


[232] 


1 


[247, 248, 270] 


3 


Adlocutio, 






[252, 273-275] 


4 


Elephant, 


[230] 


1 






Circus of Caracalla, 


[236, 237] 


2 






Liberalitas, 


[134-136] 


3 


[137-139] 


3 


Moneta, 


[166] 


1 






Libertas, 


[223-229] 


7 






Providentia, 


[536-540] 


5 






Securitas, 


[579] 


1 






Concord. Milit., 


[25] 


1 






Total unclassified, 




25 




18 



The large number of coins given by Cohen with dates 210-213 
and 213-217 I have not considered because of the uncertainty in 
regard to the particular year. We know, too, that the Aescula- 
pius coins after 214 must refer not to any particular restoration to 

1 The bracketed numbers refer to Cohen : ' Description des Monnaies,' 
' Caracalla.' 
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health, but to Caracalla's visit to a temple of the god, at Per- 
gamos, in the latter part of this year. 1 

Of the significant coins for 213, the largest number (9) refers 
to the great victory over the Germans that was occupying so 
important a place in the public mind. The next largest number 
(8) refers to his health. Many of the coins of the list marked 
unclassified may be referred to specific events of this year. The 
' Profectio' and ' Circus of Caracalla,' for example, have already 
been explained. 2 The large number of ' Libertas ' coins [223- 
229] I can not account for. The significance of the list lies in the 
fact of the relatively large preponderance of the references to his 
health in the coins of this year. 

I include in the classification the coins of 214 because we may 
assume that the most of these were struck in the winter of 213-214 
after Caracalla returned to Rome. 3 The relatively smaller number 
of health-coins of this year as compared with the victory coins 
(4 to 18, in 214, as against 8 to 9, in 213) seems significant. 
The rejoicing in his victory would become more pronounced and 
thanks for his restoration to health less so, in proportion as we 
recede from the time of his illness. 

Although this gives a respectable showing on the statistical 
basis, I think it would not be of great value except for the fact that 
it is confirmed by the direct statement of Dion Cassius. The 
Epitomist, quoting from Dion, says 4 : on rbv 'Avravlvov eappopa kcu 

rrapmrXfiya al tS>v isoKeplav iirabai cirt7roit]Ke<rav' aKoiovres yap nves tS>v 
A\apavva>v ftpacav on payyaveiais Tttrip en eWXij^et tS>v fppevoby airov 

K€xpt]vrai. Dion gives this immediately after his account of the 
German campaign. He himself may have heard some of the 
Germans make this statement about their cruel conqueror. It is 
highly probable that this refers to the acute illness mentioned by 
Spartianus as occurring just before the German campaign began. 
The fair probability established above by connecting the mile- 
stone inscriptions with the ' Galliam petit ' of the text has now 
reached the dignity of the desired reasonable certainty. The text 
is vindicated. 

I insert a little calculation as to times and distances. Cara- 

I Herodian, IV 8. 2 Cf. p. 48. 

3 Drexler : ' Caracalla's Zug nach dem Orient,' S. 8-10. Nisle : ' De Bellis 
Gestis, etc' p. 16. Caracalla's Trib. Pot. XVIII began Dec. 11, 213. Cf. 
Egbert: ' Latin Inscriptions,' p. 136. 

II Hist. Rom.' LXXVII 15, 2. 
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calla left Rome, February 14, 213. 1 He marched by way of the 
Via Aurelia into Gallia Narbonensis. He left the main road at 
Cagnes 2 to make the shorter cut across Gallia Narbonensis. This 
route took him to Vienne, where the murder of the proconsul 
probably occurred. He was ill there for some days or weeks. 
Thence he marched to a point near Baden-Baden along the route 
on which the German milestones are found. From Rome to 
Argentoratum by this route is 1278 Roman miles. 3 With an army 
he could move 20 4 Roman miles a day. The entire journey 
would take 64 days. Thence to the point where the murder 
of the Germans occurred I have estimated at two days' jour- 
ney. Total in round numbers, 66 days. Starting from Rome 
Feb. 14, he could have reached his objective point by continuous 
marching on April 21. If we allow him three weeks for his 
illness in Gaul, he will reach this point May 12. We leave him 
there for a time and pass to the consideration of the next problem. 
Problem 2 (a) : To remove the parenthesis from paragraph 6, 
Vita Caracallae, V: <et cum Germanos subegisset, Germanum 
se appellavit vel ioco vel serio ut erat stultus et demens, adserens, 
si Lucanos vicisset, Lucanicum se appellandum > . 

(b) To explain the discrepancy in the Arval Protocols for 213. 5 
Peter 6 makes the following statement in regard to the use of 
the brackets < — > of the standard text : " denique eas adnota- 
tiunculas, quae aliunde alienis locis inspersae sunt, ut tenorem 
orationis saepe molestissime turbent (cf. Phil., 1. s., p. 157 sq.), T his 
< — > distinxi." The discrepancy that needs consideration in 
the 'Acta Arvalium ' 8 is that in the record for May 20 there is a 
GERMANICVS but no IMP 9 in the title of Caracalla. In the 
record for August 11 there is neither a GERMANICVS nor 
an IMPERATOR. In the October 6 record there is GER- 
MANICVS IMP III. Mommsen's 10 explanation for this is as 
follows : " mihi creditur ominis loco factum esse propter bellum 

1 See above, p. 49. 2 Cf. p. 50. 3 See Table, p. 51. 

4 Vegetius : ' Epit. Rei Militaris,' I 9. 

6 CIL. VI 1, 2086, p. 550. Cf. ' Graphical Outline of Sources,' p. 45. 

6 Praefatio, p. xxxiiii, ' S. H. A.' Ed. Hermannus Peter. 

7 Phil. XLIII, p. 158: " Fremde zusatze (oder ungeschickte excerpte?) 
haben wir c. 4, II ; c. 5, 5 ; 7 (zu c. 4 gehorig) und 9." 

8 See ' Graph. Outline,' p. 45, Group II, b. 

9 That is, not one significant of a victory. Cf. Mommsen : ' Romisches 
Staatsrecht,' II 2, 781. 

10 ' Eph. Epig.' 1, 134, N. 4. 
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mox patrandum et fortasse iam turn coeptum." Schiller 1 in his 
comment on this says : " Eine solche Anwendung bleibt unter 
alien Umstanden auffallig ; ich halte sie aber hier fur unzulassig, 
weil nach ' Germanice maxime di te servent ' folgt : ' Britannice 
maxime di te servent ' ; mbglicherweise wurde diese Benennung 
erst bei der Abfassung der Protokolle eingesetzt, mit der man 
gewartet hatte, bis die Entscheidung gefallen war." Mommsen's 
explanation seems to be thrown out as a by-the-way conjecture to 
explain a little difficulty that has no bearing upon the question he 
is then considering. As regards Schiller's explanation, it may 
be said that it does not go to the bottom of the difficulty, because 
the real question is, Why is he called Germanicus at the May 
meeting, not given the title at the August meeting, then given the 
GERMANICVS IMP III at the October meeting? Hollander 
comes close to indicating where the difficulty is and to giving a 
solution of it, but does not (so far as I can make out from 
Drexler's 2 excerpts of his thesis) seem to see that there is a diffi- 
culty. Mommsen and Schiller fail to elucidate it by missing 
entirely the significant statement of Spartianus. But, read the 
text that Peter 3 considers corrupt and the solution is a simple 
one. The argument, as in Problem i, rests on the text as a basis. 
"<et cum Germanos subegisset, Germanum se appellavit vel 
ioco vel serio, ut erat stultus et demens, adserens, si Lucanos 
vicisset, Lucanicum se appellandum.>" 

Caracalla, in his hunger for military renown, would like to make 
capital out of the massacre described by Dion, LXXVII 13.* 
He then makes the remark attributed to him in the bracketed 
text. It is significant that it reads ' Germanum 5 se appellavit,' 
and not ' appellatus est.' It was not given by the army but was 
assumed, half in jest, half in earnest, by the emperor. There is 
no reason to doubt this on the face of it. It is just such a remark 
as would be treasured up by the attendants of an emperor. It 
must have been made about an unimportant incident. He would 

11 Gesch. der rom. Kaiserzeit,' I 2, S. 743, Anm. 5. 

2 Drexler's ' Caracalla's Zug,' S. 8. 

3 Cf. notes 2 and 3, p. 55. 
"Cf. Drexler, S. 8. 

5 M. gives ' Germanicum.' That this is the meaning is plain from the use of 
' Lucanicum.' Possibly the ' Germanum ' refers to the fact that he has treated 
the Germans just as he did his ' frater Germanus, Geta.' 
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not have said such a thing jocosely about an important engage- 
ment, because he was very greedy of military titles. 1 

We left Caracalla near Baden-Baden, 2 May 12, 213. We find 
him now 'circa Rhaetiam.' 3 The milestones here show that he 
was moving from Strassburg toward Rhaetia. The distance 
from here to Rome by the shortest route 4 is 793 Roman miles. 
News would travel by post 3 at the rate of 120 miles a day, travel- 
ling continuously. The little imperial jest would reach the capital 
in time for a regular meeting of the Arvals on May 20. This 
sycophantic body, acting on Caracalla's playful suggestion, call 
him Germanicus at this time, and this is incorporated in the 
record of May 20. 

It was not, however, an official title given by the army or 
senate, and at the meeting in August, when there was a really 
important campaign begun, they neglected the pseudo-title and 
confined themselves to prayers for the success of the emperor's 
expedition. 

When the great victory was won later in the summer [I do not 
stop to prove the occurrence or the importance of this because 
there is no dispute in regard to it] Caracalla was greeted by his 
army as GERMANICVS IMP III, the news was carried to 
Rome, the senate confirmed the title, and then, when the Arvals 
met, on October 6, they burst into a paean of thanksgiving for 
the safety and German victory of their Emperor Caesar Marcus 
Aurelius Antoninus Pius Felix Augustus Parthicus Maximus 
Germanicus Maximus Pontifex Maximus in his sixteenth tribuni- 
cial power, his third imperatorship, fourth consulate, etc. 

The parenthesis should be removed. 

The discrepancy in the Arval Records is apparent, not real. 

Joseph H. Drake. 

•CIL. XII 5430, N. [. . . pontificatus maximus passim omittitur . . . possis- 
que adeo conicere ipsi imperatori placuisse ut miles magis videretur quam 
sacerdos Th. M.]. 

2 See above, p. 56. 

3 'Vit. Car.' V 4. 

** Itin. Anton.' 57 and 167, 8. 

5 Friedlander : ' Sittengeschichte Roms,' II, S. 17. 



